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In recent years, the management of intellectual assets has become more important. 
Because, from the operational standpoint, it has become increasingly clear that in the long-
term, events not subject to measurment under traditional corporate accounting have direct 
and indirect effects on business performance and financial affairs.
Intellectual assets reporting have two functions: a management tool and a communication 
too1. The report on intellectual assets, which have been promoted by the Ministry of Economy, 
Trade and Industry （METI） in Japan, focus on function as a communication tool.
An intellectual assets reporting system must be able to provide  information that can be 
used in multiple ways by various types of stakeholders. Furthermore, the credibility of 
information is objectively assured by third party assessment and the authority and actual 
record of the assessment of such third party assessment institutions are clearly indicated.
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